When confronted with two identical stimuli in a very brief period of time subjects often fail to report the second stimulus, a phenomenon termed "repetition blindness". The "type-token" account attributes the phenomenon to a failure to individuate the exemplars. We report a subject, KE, who developed simultanagnosia (the inability to see more than one item in an array) as a consequence of bilateral parietal lobe infarctions. With presentation of two words, pictures or letters for an unlimited time, KE typically reported both stimuli on less than half of trials. Performance was significantly influenced by the semantic relationship between items in the array. He reported both items significantly more frequently if they were semantically related; in contrast, when presented either identical or visually different depictions of the same item, he reported both items on only 2-4% of trials. Performance was not influenced by the visual similarity between the stimuli; he reported visually dissimilar objects less frequently than visually similar but different objects. We suggest that KE's bilateral parietal lesions prevent the binding of preserved object representations to a representation computed by the dorsal visual system. More generally, these data are consistent with the claim that the posterior parietal cortex is crucial for individuating a stimulus by computing its unique spatio-temporal characteristics.
Introduction
Although the response to a word or object is often facilitated by the previous presentation of the same stimulus ("repetition priming"), there are circumstances under which the presentation of a stimulus not only fails to facilitate but interferes with the response to a previously presented item. This phenomenon, designated "repetition blindness" (Kanwisher, 1987;  hereafter RB) is typically observed when stimuli are presented rapidly (e.g., 80-150 ms between stimuli). For example, when asked to count the number of stars presented in a series of shapes presented serially at a rate of 8 forms/s, subjects often fail to identify the second star in the string if there are few intervening stimuli. RB has also been observed with simultaneous displays (Bavelier, 1994; Chialant & Carmazza, 1997; Kanwisher, Driver, & Machado, 1995) and in the auditory modality ("repetition deafness"; Soto-Faraco & Spencer, 2001) . The effect has also been reported for homonyms ("laze" and * Corresponding author. Tel.: +1 215 349 8275; fax: +1 215 349 5579.
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"lays"; Bevalier and Potter, 1992) and for words from different languages that have the same meaning (MacKay, Miller, & Schuster, 1994) .
A number of explanations for RB have been proposed (see Kanwisher, Chun, McDermott, & Ledden, 1996; Parasuraman and Martin, 2001; Park & Kanwisher, 1994) . Perhaps the most influential hypothesis is Kanwisher (1987 Kanwisher ( , 1991 "type-token" theory. On this account, recognition (here taken to assume awareness) of a stimulus entails linking of a "type", or input representation of a stimulus, to a "token", a representation that defines the unique spatio-temporal circumstances under which the item was encountered. The creation of a token is assumed to be a capacity-limited process that unfolds over time. On this account, RB occurs under conditions (e.g., brief stimulus presentation) that preclude the binding of both exemplars of the repeated stimulus ("types") to "tokens" specifying the spatiotemporal characteristics of the stimulus. Thus, the failure to report the second star in a series of shapes would reflect a failure to "individuate" the repeated stimulus because the short interval between the stars as well as the need to process the other shapes in the string exceeds the capacity of the system to generate linkages between the percept and the episodic representation 
